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GW Law Alum To Release New Work of Fiction 
BY RYAN TAYLOR 
News Editor 
For law students pessimistic 
about their chances of landing an 
actual legal job or those who aren't 
sure that a law career is the be-all-
end-all of their lives, author David 
Michael Belczyk may offer some 
comfort. Belczyk, a 2006 graduate 
of The George Washington 
University Law School, has written 
four published works, two of 
which are due out later this year. 
Belczyk's third collection of 
poetry, The Unexpected Guest, 
will become available in Summer 
2011, while a "novel-length" 
work of fiction Elynia, will 
be released on May 29, 2011. 
Belczyk describes Elynia as "a 
subtle, lyrical study of diverse but 
strangely-connected characters 
over several generations, a 
kaleidoscope of their unique 
but reminiscent hope despite 
shared disillusionment." The 
book, in part, follows a man who 
refurbishes a house—where a 
shoeman previously boarded after 
his store burnt down—to atone 
for his mistakes; the shoeman who 
shined the shoes of military police 
who wrongfully arrested his 
son; a disgusted military officer 
who then changed careers and 
became a hypnotist performing 
for a young woman; and the 
young woman herself—one of 
many women for whom the man 
refurbishing the house must atone. 
"Elynia is filled with 
rich metaphor and inter-
communicative poetic soliloquies 
that link the disparate characters 
in a dialogue of the heart," Belczyk 
said. "It examines the meaning of 
their suffering as they persevere 
in the storm of relentless time." 
Elynia will be published by Dark 
Coast Press in Seattle and is now 
available for pre-order on Amazon. 
His two previously published 
collections of poetry, entitled 
Sometimes Form Sometimes 
Vessel and Call it Perpetual, 
were released in January 2010. 
All of his published works are 
intended to be read aloud, 
rather than quietly to oneself, 
in order to encourage "common 
intimacy" among individuals. 
Belczyk's career has been 
extraordinarily varied. He 
graduated from Notre Dame 
University with a degree in 
mechanical engineering, after 
which he graduated with honors 
from GW Law. He clerked for the 
Seventh Circuit for two years, in 
addition to serving as a criminal 
trial attorney in Pennsylvania. 
Despite studying a variety 
of disciplines, including 
science, law and art, Belczyk 
believes they are all connected. 
"To be a writer, and especially a 
poet, is just to channel the already-
extant mysteries and pinnacles of 
life into something communicable," 
he said. "The logic of science helps 
to unveil the awesome power of 
life, to better reveal the mystery in 
which a writer revels, and to give 
me a slight-but-tangible grasp 
on its communication.... Its same 
logic also pervades the law, which 
in turn shares with poetry the 
building blocks of word-mastery." 
Belczyk says that the 
disciplines all share the same goal 
as well. "They all strive for a world 
where justice prevails, a world 
of peace and charity," he said. 
In the end, Belczyk believes 
that his intellectual pursuits have 
served him well in his writing. "I'm 
glad I w ent to law school," Belczyk 
said. "It helped me to see life 
naked, especially in the intellectual 
reflection of a clerkship followed 
by the triage of state criminal 
courts. It taught me mercy. Like 
science, it gave me a different 
inroad into what we all strive for, 
individually and collectively. The 
theories of the law, as well as the 
opportunities it has afforded me," 
frequently inform my writing." 
Belczyk currently resides 
in Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania, 
drawing inspiration from the 
juxtaposition of simultaneous 
urban decay and renewal. Belczyk 
is also an associate at Jones Day, 
focusing on products liability 
litigation, while volunteering as 
a theology teacher on the side. 
Picture is the cover art for Elynia, Bel­
czyk's forthcoming work of fiction 
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The Wrong Way To Win 
The Federal Budget is 
No Simple Thing 
BY KYTHERINE MEREAND 
Opinions Editor 
I  o f f e r  words of caution amidst the 
current budget "crisis" and the specter 
of a federally imposed austerity 
regime. It is easy to be caught up in 
the political frenzy as possible cuts 
target things we care about. It is also 
apparently easy for some to get caught 
up in the zeal to shrink government 
and do as Grover Norquist famously 
suggested, "drown it in the bathtub." 
Those concerns cover most of 
the political spectrum, at least. 
Whichever side one is on, as we 
muddle through the much talked-
about budget showdowns, assuming 
a solution is easily reached would 
be a mistake. The federal budget, 
much like the federal tax code, is a 
highly complex document that hides 
many truths—large and small, good 
and bad—within said complexity. 
The word "document" itself is 
highly misleading, as both are more 
akin to systems and structures. 
The desire to simplify these 
seemingly incomprehensible, larger-
than-life monsters, and ultimately 
government, is a natural impulse but 
fundamentally unrealistic. The drive 
to simplicity will likely in the end be 
harmful, whether or not it is achieved; 
because it perpetuates the lie that 
democracy and good government are 
easily achieved leaving real debate 
and hard questions out in the cold. 
If highly-functioning, democratic 
governments were that easy, the 
much bandied belief that America 
is a city on the hill or a beacon of 
democracy would have no basis 
because the world over would be 
BY DAVID KEITH LY 
Staff Writer 
filled with happy democracies. 
As we see demonstrated daily, 
large democratic and bureaucratic 
societies necessarily involve amounts 
of money and human resources that 
are beyond what the average citizen, 
myself included, can quickly and 
easily contextualize. Not infrequently 
such governments include inherent 
and internal contradictions and 
redundancy and duplication. Believe 
it or not, this is something that 
in the broadest theory we in the 
United States claim to embrace. 
Those who would shrink the federal 
government and give the states the 
role of "laboratories of democracy" 
arguably embrace contradiction and 
redundancy to an even greater extent 
than those who want a strong center. 
But regardless of political 
affiliations, on some level Americans 
generally and collectively believe 
that peaceful and organized 
societies are valuable, and that 
democracy is a crucial component 
to achieving such an end. There is 
greater disagreement, however, over 
whether bureaucracy is necessary, 
probably because bureaucracy is 
relatively annoying and often appears 
needlessly slow and wasteful. 
An average-functioning 
bureaucracy will make a person 
crave autocracies like little else, 
and for many that craving will focus 
on purely fantasized autocracies 
where the dreamer is in charge. 
See Simple Thing on Page 3 
Law i s a competition. We had to 
compete in undergrad and then with 
the millions of other LSAT takers 
and thousands of other applicants 
just to get into law school. Now that 
we are here, we have to compete 
with our friends and classmates for 
grades, jobs, and skills boards. The 
competition doesn't end when we get 
our diplomas and throw our dorky 
hats in the air; instead that is when we 
move from minor-league competition 
into the majors. For those of us who 
will practice, we will be competing for 
the rest of our careers for jobs, clients, 
and partnership. The practice of law is 
a competition from start to finish. Like 
any other competition, there is a right 
way and a wrong way to compete. 
It is witnessing the wrong way 
that prompted me to write this piece. 
I missed the recent Law Revue 
show because I was out of town, 
but I was excited to watch clips 
on YouTube. They were hilarious 
and well done. I was proud of my 
classmates when I s aw that the F*** 
You video was posted on the king of 
the law blogs—Above the Law. But 
the glow of pride in my classmates' 
accomplishment was short-lived. 
After watching the video, I m ade the 
mistake of reading the comments. 
Here is a sampling: 
"I see you making funny videos 
because you don't have a job, and 
I'm like, sucks for you. I guess the 
TTT you go to just wasn't enough, 
and I'm like, sucks for you...." 
"Is that how these kids 
overcompensate for going to GW, 
by being gunners and making (bad 
word) videos? It's pretty sad that a 
[bad word] of them are also wearing 
GW sweatshirts. I tr ied to give a bum 
a GW shirt I found cause he looked 
cold and he refused to wear it." 
"Good luck to those GW fools - esp. 
those ladies in the ridiculous outfits 
with the vacant looks on their faces 
- when they try to get a job in the 
legal profession and someone Googles 
their information and gets this sorry-
[semi-bad word] video in the search 
results. No reputable firm in their 
(sic) right mind would hire any one of 
these people for any position where 
a demonstrated level of maturity 
and responsibility is a prerequisite." 
"Exactly right, no shot for any 
position where maturity/responsibility 
isaprereq - buttheystillhaveashotata 
career asalawyerfaibeita small chance, 
given their educational pedigree)." 
Not all of the comments 
were negative, but the level of 
vitriolic elitism in some of the 
comments caught me off guard. 
If any of you were as obsessed 
with the admissions process as I was, 
you might not be surprised by the 
content of the comments. Before I 
started applying to law school I had no 
idea what T14 meant, or what a TTT 
was. Like many other pre-lLs, I passed 
the time between acceptances and 
rejections obsessing over law school 
admission blogs. After a few hours on 
the blogs, I qu ickly learned that pre-
1L wisdom held that the only schools 
worth going to were in the magical Top 
14, and if you go anywhere outside of 
the T14, you may as well just take 
$200k and flush it right down the toilet. 
This mindset clashed with my 
experience. I know quite a few 
practicing attorneys who have gone 
to a variety of schools—both inside 
and outside of the T14. Some of my 
attorney friends do very well while 
others struggle—but the varying 
levels of success seem to have less to 
do with the law school they attended 
and more to do with their actual 
skill as attorneys and their ability 
to gain and maintain a client's trust. 
I believe that most law schools 
provide their students with a decent 
legal education. While some schools 
are more prestigious than others, I am 
not convinced that 1 am going to be 
eighty times better at lawyering when 1 
graduate than someone who graduates 
from the school ranked 100th on the US 
News & World Reports list of rankings. 
There is a granule of truth to 
the negative attacks, however, when 
considering job prospects. The truth 
is that students at higher ranked 
schools on average will have an easier 
time landing a job at a large law firms. 
According to a recent study, 59 percent 
of last year's University of Chicago 
graduates landed jobs at NLJ 2 50 law 
firms. In comparison, only 25 percent 
of GW grads found their way into a "big 
law" job. Does that statistic mean that 
Chicago grads make better lawyers 
than GW grads? I do not think so. 
I am instead convinced that the 
kind of attorneys we become will have 
very little to do with where we went to 
school. A law school is a training camp. 
While we are here we learn skills that, 
in theoiy, will help us to become good 
lawyers. Whether we actually become 
good lawyers depends entirely on 
our ability to think, write, research, 
and most importantly, on our ability 
to work effectively with clients. 
Now put yourselves in a client's 
shoes—who would you rather 
hire, an attorney whose biggest 
accomplishment was getting into a 
T14 school, or an attorney who has 
continued to dedicate herself to the 
practice of law and will likely win your 
case for you? It is our abilities that 
will distinguish us far more than our 
educational pedigree, and that goes 
for Chicago graduates, GW graduates, 
and indeed also for graduates of 
lower-ranked and for-profit schools. 
In the end of this competition, 
when we look back on our careers 
and take stock of what kind of 
attorneys we have become, I am 
confident that it is our own successes 
that will define us, and not the 
shortcomings or failures of others. 
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From Simple Thing on Page 2 
But before our fantasies of 
personal Utopias run away with us, 
we might do well to recall the value of 
bureaucracy too. Bureaucracy helps 
ensure and enforce consistency of 
decision madeatthetopofgovernment 
that must be applied repeatedly 
and consistently to new situations. 
Think about how hard someone 
has to work to change your mind on 
something you think you know. Now 
apply that to everyone else who has to 
enactgovernmentpolicy,whetherthey 
are government workers or citizens. 
Well-informed citizens and 
voters should look at the budgeting 
a debt processes with a lot of 
information and at least a just a touch 
of humility. Assuming complexity 
of government is automatically 
unwarranted is often tantamount 
to assuming that the challenges 
that government seeks to overcome 
are simple, especially if someone is 
willing to agree the challenges exist. 
Consider the effectiveness and 
efficiency of government programs. 
We create government structures 
(agencies, laws, etc.) to address 
perceived problems. If th e problems 
were easy to solve, then they would be 
quickly solved, end of story. If they are 
less easy to solve, the problem-solving 
apparatus will persist to continue to 
address problem and stem the tide ot 
rising trouble. We may have several 
different systems for trying to address 
a seemingly intractable problem 
because the problem may not have 
one, simple and individual root cause. 
Several different programs do not 
automatically imply redundancy and 
inefficiency, or even waste, only by 
virtue of having the same goal. Such 
programs only do so if they employ 
identical means. Often multi-vectored 
solutions are more efficient than 
single agency solutions, because they 
can efficiently target smaller amounts 
of money to problems within their 
domain. It remarkably similar to the 
strong states argument, except it is 
based on issue domains instead of 
fairly arbitrary geographical lines.' 
How are effectiveness and 
efficiency measured? When done 
correctly the evaluation itself is 
complex and multi-vectored, too. 
How much 'money is being spent 
to do what? (Hint: the number of 
"programs" is a red hering.) Are there 
better ways to do what we are already 
trying to do? Are there changes within 
the way that we are doing them that 
would make the work cheaper, faster, 
easier? Or, are we wasting money by 
starving a program to a point that 
they cannot make forward progress ? 
Evaluation, reevaluation, and 
reorganization of government are 
necessary and necessarily constant, 
so this is not an argument for status 
quo within the budget. I with my 
own political agenda and values 
would change many things, and 
I understand that others would 
change very different things. 
it may be helpful, though, to 
oversimplify thinking about the 
challenge of government rather 
than the actual government. 
Employing some typically lawyerly 
skills, 1 will use some highly 
reductionist analysis and a simple 
if extended analogy to think about 
government (maybe even taxes). 
Suppose you have a group 
meeting and need a restaurant to take 
thirty people to dinner. Everyone has 
different tastes, can afford different 
things, and may prefer different 
atmospheres. These are the basic 
differences before we start to look 
more closely. Maybe one of the thirty 
has dietary restrictions like food 
allergies, health concerns, or has 
chosen a vegan or vegetarian lifestyle. 
Maybe another styles themselves 
"meatarian." Maybe someone has a 
cousin who owns a local restaurant 
and wants to keep money in the family. 
Someone else has a friend whose 
band will be performing that they 
want to support. Maybe one person 
dislikes a particular restaurant 
because they feel, accurately or 
not, that they are consistently 
treated disproportionately 
worse due to their race. And the 
variations can continue endlessly. 
Let's add in someone in a 
wheelchair who needs easy access, 
someone who is particularly 
concerned with where their 
fish come from, and someone 
who is particularly interested in 
fair trade imported food items. 
Nowmagnify the needed decision­
making process and enforcement by 
ten million and make the decisions 
something with more riding on it 
than where to go to dinner once. Make 
it how to raise their kids, live their 
lives, and do their jobs, peacefully 
and prosperously. The United 
States comprises approximately 
310,939,918 individuals, or so says 
the Census Bureau's "population 
clock" as of the writing of this article. 
Above my desk in my previous 
work life I k ept a triangle with one 
word written on each side of the 
triangle: fast, cheap, good. At the 
bottom it reminded me on a good 
day I only got to choose two of the 
three. It may not be an axiomatic 
rule, 'but it is a helpful reminder 
when excitement, ambition, and 
dreams overtake a more nuanced 
understanding that nothing is easy.' 
The government has a lot to do for 
a lot of people who all want different 
things. This particularly budget 
process will certainly have winners 
and losers, with long-term and painful 
consequences for their political 
agendas and values. Assuming and 
demanding simplicity is insulting 
and does a disservice to us all. 
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Two Hour Lunch 
BY MONA PINCHIS 
Staff Writer 
What are the three greatest 
law student vices? The witty retort 
might be, "The answer depends on 
who you ask." If I had to answer, 
I would speculate that the vices 
also represent the three greatest 
strengths: efficiency, punctuality, 
and the desire for achievement and 
success. Law students know how 
to get the job done, yet do these 
desires steal from the inalienable 
right of loafing and procrastinating 
to the point that the driven student 
is left perpetually unhappy and 
nervous? I think that at such a 
moment moment, it is time to 
take a break. Luckily, the school 
provided for one! 
I had forgotten how great a 
week to mellow out and simply 
read can be. Despite all of the 
charm of getting caught up in 
the fast-paced world of law and 
business, it is not bad to take a 
mini-vacation sitting in the sun! 
Even if for some the mini-vacation 
involved the law school's outdoor 
atrium! 
Let's face it, there may be 
beauty in imagining Washington 
taking it slow, but the city also 
thrives on the American "go-
getter" attitude. One can only 
look at the rising popularity in 
lunchtime trucks circling around 
behind the DC Circulator to learn 
that we are now operating at a 
capacity where lunch counters 
may be abolished. Forget about 
lounging on soft plush chairs for a 
two-hour siesta in a sit down cafe 
on the street. 
It may be hard to slow down 
when the world is noticeably 
moving at a fast pace, but the 
break from school allows a law 
student to catch up. The last few 
weeks have been a minefield of 
newsworthy topics. I am amazed 
at the latest information of attacks 
on civilians by forces loyal to 
Libyan leader Moammar Gadhafi, 
and the latest announcement by 
President Obama for a "no-fly 
zone" just two days after Defense 
Secretary Robert Gates testified 
before Congress that he was wary 
about such a solution. 
On the international 
environmental stage, an 
Ecuadorian court fined Chevron 
Corporation ("Chevron") $8.6 
billion for environmental 
damage, a landmark decision 
after over eighteen years spent 
fighting Chevron over the effects 
of the company's extensive oil 
contamination. An investment 
arbitral tribunal, in accordance 
with a treaty between the United 
States and the Republic of 
Ecuador (signed inl993), ordered 
Ecuador to "take all measures at 
its disposal to suspend or cause 
to be suspended the enforcement 
or recognition within or without 
Ecuador of any judgment against 
[Chevron]." 
According to Professor Roger 
Alford, "[g]iven the orders of the 
United States federal court and the 
arbitral tribunal, [Chevron] will 
have an extraordinarily difficult 
time executing judgment. If they 
do, I would strongly suspect that 
the federal court would hold 
[Chevron] in contempt of court 
and the arbitral tribunal would 
hold Ecuador liable for any 
damage Chevron suffers in paying 
on the judgment." 
Lastly, former Republican and 
Democratic senior government 
officials, including six former 
United States trade representatives, 
wrote to President Obama and 
Congress on March 2 calling for 
passage of the pending American 
free trade agreements ("FTAs") 
with Columbia and Panama within 
the first half of 2011. These two 
FTAs were negotiated by the Bush 
administration, but remain stuck 
in Congress. What is interesting 
about this letter is that there is 
also a strong push to ratify the 
United States and South Korea FTA. 
Ambassador Ron Kirk spoke to the 
Austin Chamber of Commerce on 
February 25, 2010, emphasizing 
the need to ratify the U.S.-Korea 
trade agreement particularly as 
the European Union and South 
Korean trade agreement is 
scheduled to take effect on July 1 
of this year. 
These calls for action continue 
to make me wonder why these 
three FTAs continue to stall and 
the future of a bold United States 
trade agenda. 
As we return from a week of an 
idle lifestyle, back to the reality of 
job-hunting and paper writing, I 
return with a fresh perspective on 
this last stretch before graduation. 
Amazing how the idle life costs 
so little; one can only see how 
Thoreau took the trouble to point 
this out in Walden. Whether it's a 
fool's way or not, there will always 
be some willing -indeed eager-
to be busy. Perhaps, the study 
of law has prompted a new way 
to combine idleness, drive, and 
progress. I spent a lot of spring 
break week ... reading. There was 
a lot to read. 
Congress Sports Blinders: 
The Failure to Cut Smart 
BY JON SCHAFFER 
Staff Writer 
The national budget seems 
to be the only domestic issue on 
Democratic and Republican minds. 
Our leaders, however, are missing 
the forest for the trees. The issue to 
be tackled is not merely how to cut 
spending, but how to consolidate 
and reorganize federal programs 
so as to maximize the efficiency 
of delivering services these 
programs provide. Politicians are 
looking at the problem backwards. 
The current tactic seems to be 
piecemeal analysis: go program-
by-program slashing or sparing. 
This will not work. The reason 
this strategy is doomed to failure 
is simple: there are overlapping 
responsibilities that first need 
to be vetted. Take for instance 
the issue of teacher quality in 
the classroom. If you ask the 
average American, or member 
of Congress for that matter, 
whether they want to terminate 
a federal program to improve 
teacher quality, the resounding 
answer will likely be "no." What 
most Americans and members 
of Congress do not know is that 
there are eighty-two different 
federal programs, overseen by 
various federal agencies, all aimed 
at improving teacher quality. 
This is the senseless product 
of a bloated bureaucracy that 
lacks strong central leadership. 
There should only be one federal 
program, or a far smaller number 
of consolidated programs, to 
efficiently effectuate the goal of 
improving teacher quality. Just 
because Americans want high 
quality teachers does not mean 
they want eighty-two wasteful 
programs doing the same thing. 
Because of overlapping 
responsibilities amongst federal 
programs, when Congress reviews 
the budget, it will wrongly cut or 
spare these programs based upon 
independent review. Someone 
really needs to first check whether 
all of these eighty-two different 
federal programs are doing the 
same thing, different things, 
or some things that should be 
consolidated and others that 
should not. The point to be 
illustrated is simple; you cannot 
chop wildly item by item. A holistic 
assessment must first be made. 
The GAO recently released a 
report that made this point directly, 
but it has been barely addressed 
in Congress. Some of GAO's 
findings include: eighty different 
programs help disadvantaged 
individuals find transportation; 
forty-seven federal programs help 
those seeking employment; and 
fifty-seven programs help citizens 
better understand personal 
finance. It is clear from a mile 
away that the federal government 
is rife with redundant offices. This 
inefficiency weighs on the federal 
budget and represents potential 
cost savings that can help avoid 
unnecessary cuts. Sometimes 
reorganization is as good, if 
not better, than destruction. 
Republicans say they will do 
something with the GAO report 
recommendations, but "cut, cut, 
cut" seem to be the only words 
on their lips. There is no doubt 
that some cuts are necessary and 
that the current trend of deficit 
spending is fiscally unsustainable. 
Recent New York Times reports 
have claimed that the deficit is not 
cataclysmic; noting that the US 
has several other times exceeded 
the current proportion of deficit 
to GDR This is true; but only 
during WW1 and WWII, which 
were accompanied by extreme 
spikes in wartime production and 
technological advancement. These 
periods are anomalies and are not 
a basis for well-reasoned analysis. 
In short, we absolutely need 
to cut a lot; but we need to cut 
smart. Congress should take a 
serious look at the GAO's report 
and figure out not just whether a 
single program should be spared, 
but whether its objective can still 
be recognized elsewhere in the 
government if other programs 
are consolidated and cut. If I 
were the President, I would not 
only be talking to Congress; I'd 
call the fifty smartest, most well-
respected CEOs in the country 
and ask them if they are willing 
to spend the next two years as 
federal employees saving the 
country. Perhaps Buffet and Jobs 
have an idea or two that could help. 
